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Court records are generally open to inspection by the public, ! though the decision to allow access to court records is best left to 
the sound discretion of the court.” American courts generally do not condition enforcement of the common-law right to inspect 
and copy public records on a proprietary interest in the document or upon a need for it as evidence in a lawsuit.> Members of 


the press have no greater right than members of the general public to inspect public court records.* 


The three exceptions to the general rule that records used in court proceedings are open for public inspection are: (1) a statute 
authorizes confidentiality, (2) there is a showing that disclosure would infringe on a constitutional right, or (3) a court uses its 


inherent power to preserve and protect the exercise of its judicial function when the administration of justice requires it” 


The right of access to a judicial document begins when the document is filed.° The right to inspect includes the right to make 


copies from the record.’ 
The constitutional right of access to criminal proceedings extends to the inspection of documents filed in such proceedings. ® 


Where the record consists of an audiotape,” it is open to inspection by the public. to 


In some jurisdictions there exists a presumption in favor of public access to records and documents filed in the state supreme 


court. ” 
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